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Dear Mr® Weisberg; 

Gracious, what a funny letter! But let me try to clear 
up a couple of points you raise® Judging from the letter, 

I‘ra afraid the article was not as clear as I intended. 

I wished only to show how, and to what small degree, 
one book was effective. A factor involved with the 
Epstein book, it seemed to me, was that it came from 
within the Establishment. I did not say that this 
should be a factor involved, only that it was — and that 
this explained in important part why that book was the 
first to reach a powerful but hitherto silent and uncommitted 
audience. In the same vein, when I said that what is 
acceptable to that audience was what it considered 
trustworthy, respectable, safe," I was stating what I 
believe to be fact, not endorsing it. That the sarcasm 
here escaped you surprises me. Obviously, safety should 
have little to do with book or news or anyjfc othe^ kind 
of appraisal,- obviously, it has all too much to do with it. 
j.s j.or results --the point I was trying to make was not 
how wonderfully effective this book had been, but how small 
the effects are even of a particularly effective polemical 
docks it was (has been credited so, at any rate) effective 
m getting some documents transfered to the National 
Archives, nothing more that is measurable. Books do of 
course^have effects; but the burden of the piece was that 
the effects are specifically far more modest thaii is 
commonly supposed. 


You are of course right about the non-Harvard thesis; 
a stupid error on my part which I regret. 

I ^ ;>hink you are right, too, about the appropriateness 
ox a piece on the effect of reviewers. I have been planning 
ior some time to write such a piece, and hope to complete 
it shortly. 


Sincerely, 

Eliot Fremont -Smith 


Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Hyattstown, Md. 2073^ 
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